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A Study on the Disaster Prevention Measures through Safety Awareness
Survey for the Students living in a Dormitory
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Abstract This study was performed to evaluate the safety level of consciousness of college dorm life, and to
suggest the problem derivation and to improve the prevention of accidents. The survey research was performed
to investigate the contents of safety training for 150 people, and the effectiveness, the demands of safety were
also examined. The risk factors were identified in order to assess the level of personal security awareness. The
survey was performed for the knowledge of risky behaviors, such as disaster preparedness tips. The research
showed that the satisfaction and effectiveness of safety training was high by investigation. Through the research,
the recognition factor of the accident, which occurs by a lack of understanding for specific responses, must be
enhanced using the safety training to respond adequately when disaster occurs.
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Figure 1. Existence and nonexistence of safety education
experience
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Figure 2. Reason of safety education complete
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Figure 3. Satisfaction of safety education
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Figure 4. Effects of safety Awareness
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Figure 5. Interesting field of safety education
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Figure 6. Completed field of safety education(multi select)
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Figure 7. Necessity of safety education
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Figure 8. Participation will of safety education
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Figure 9. Preference of safety education number
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Figure 11. Preference of safety education times
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Figure 13. Reason of living in dormitory
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Figure 14. Degree of dormitory safety
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Figure 15. Existence and nonexistence of using balcony
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Figure 16. Existence and nonexistence of risk element on
facilities
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Figure 19. Existence and nonexistence of cooking
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Figure 20. Awareness of initial reaction method after a
disaster
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Figure 21. Awareness of emergency way's location
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Figure 22. Degree of cleanliness around emergency way
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Figure 23. Awareness of using a fire extinguisher
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Figure 24. Awareness of fire hydrant’s location
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